
 

NOTICE 
 

All agenda materials are available at villageofwinnetka.org (Government > Boards & Commissions > Agenda 

Packets).   

The Village of Winnetka, in compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, requests that all persons 
with disabilities who require certain accommodations to allow them to observe and/or participate in this 
meeting or have questions about the accessibility of the meeting or facilities, contact the Village ADA 
Coordinator – Megan Pierce, at 510 Green Bay Road, Winnetka, Illinois 60093, 847-716-3543; T.D.D. 847-
501-6041. 

Winnetka Design Review Board 
 

Regular Meeting  
 

April 21, 2016 - 7:00 pm  
 

The Winnetka Design Review Board will hold a regular meeting on Thursday, April 21, 2016 
in the Village Council Chambers of Winnetka Village Hall, 510 Green Bay Road, Winnetka, 
Illinois, at 7:00 pm 

 
AGENDA  

 
1. Adoption of previous meeting minutes; 

 
2. 563-571 Lincoln Avenue - Certificate of Appropriateness for painting of exterior 

brick wall; 
 

3. 428 Green Bay Road (Winnetka Fire Department) - Comment to Village 
Council regarding proposed modification to site landscaping;  

 
4. 574 Green Bay Road (formerly Fred’s Winnetka Service station)  - Certificate 

of Appropriateness for proposed building alterations, addition, and site 
improvements;   

 
 

 
NOTE:   Public comment is permitted on all agenda items, and may be provided in person at 
the meeting, or submitted in writing prior to the meeting. 

 
 

  

http://www.villageofwinnetka.org/


 

 

Winnetka Design Review Board/Sign Board of Appeals 
March 17, 2016 

 
 
Members Present:    Kirk Albinson, Acting Chairman 

Bob Dearborn 
Brooke Kelly 
Peggy Stanley 
 

Members Absent:    Michael Klaskin 
Paul Konstant 
John Swierk 

 
Village Staff:     Brian Norkus, Assistant Director of Community 

Development 
 
Call to Order: 
 
Chairman Albinson called the meeting to order at 7:00 p.m. 
 
Zoning Case #16-05-SU: Consideration of Certificate of Appropriateness  
and Comment to Village Council Regarding Proposed Modular Classrooms  
at Crow Island School, 1112 Willow Road (Continued From Previous Meeting) 
 
Greg Kurr introduced himself as the CFO of School District 36 and stated that they were at last 
month’s meeting and provided a presentation as to what their needs are as far as students at Crow 
Island and put forth a plan to put in some temporary classrooms.  He stated that at that meeting, 
with regard to one of the pending things that the Board would like to see, he referred to their 
discussions with the neighbors with regard to landscaping and doing some berms in some of the 
surrounding areas.  Mr. Kurr stated that since that time, they have finalized that plan and that they 
do have their landscape architect here to present that.  He also stated that they formed a committee 
with their neighbors and that they seemed very satisfied.  
 
Katherine Talty introduced herself to the Board and stated that she was hired by the School District 
to discuss the landscaping with the district and the neighbors.  She began by stating that they have 
had several meetings to target what the areas of concern were for the neighbors and as it pertained 
to the modular classroom locations.  Mrs. Talty stated that overall, the opinion is that the location 
of the units is a pretty good solution in terms of the distance from the neighbors but that however, 
there were some areas that have unobstructed views down one particular asphalt path that ran 
straight back to the units.  
 
Mrs. Talty stated that they set their sights on three goals which included to obscure the view from 
the neighbors on Glendale and Mt. Pleasant by targeting three areas, the first of which related to a 
natural berm which surrounded the property.  She stated that the objective is to continue the 
naturalized planting which has over time been taken over by some invasive plant species and that 
they would do some maintenance work and clearing of buckthorn, etc.  Mrs. Talty also stated that 
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they would do some planting to enhance the perimeter view and take some measures to prevent 
further erosion of the berm.   
 
Mrs. Talty informed the Board that objective number two was to provide a place for the children to 
be picked up and dropped off.  She stated that the locations were changed and identified one area 
as an asphalt path which allowed for the view into the property.  Mrs. Talty stated that the area 
itself is relatively shady, established plants and the children who have over time killed some of the 
lawn since everyone stood in one spot on the grass.  She stated that they want to give them a better 
place to cue up and that they have created a drop-off area for the children to stand and wait on 
Glendale. 
 
Mrs. Talty identified the final objective as the landscape planting which did not change 
dramatically from what the Board has seen.  She stated that they realize that the plantings would 
be as temporary as the modular units and that they took the approach to put in plant material that 
would eventually be transplanted elsewhere on the property.  
 
Mrs. Talty then referred the Board to the berm and its naturalized areas.  She then stated that they 
would have the opportunity to collect some woodchips from the Village and use them to groom the 
trails which already exist as well as to add some woodland plants on the perimeter which would 
visually block some of the holes which already exist in the berm.  Mrs. Talty stated that on the 
southern exposure, they do not have that issue and referred to the use of shade tolerant evergreens 
to shield the views from second floor elevations.   
 
Mrs. Talty stated that with regard to the drop-off area, she identified the existing asphalt access 
drive which would remain the same.  She also identified an area of lawn which is now dirt that 
will be changed to pavers and which will also be bounded by shrubs and evergreens to visually 
obstruct the view down into that driveway.  Mrs. Talty then stated that there would be plants 
between the public sidewalk and the drop-off area and which would also serve as a visual and 
physical barrier for the children.  She noted that the existing play area in that location would 
remain the same. 
 
Mrs. Talty identified the plant palette as a mix of evergreen and some shade woodlands and plants 
that would occur naturally in this type of environment that would tolerate the conditions and abuse.  
She then provide the Board with an illustration of the before and after conditions.  
 
Ms. Stanley questioned the plantings near the building. 
 
Mrs. Talty identified the L shape configuration and the existing condition of the school.  She 
stated that the L shape represented the existing knee wall.  Mrs. Talty stated that they still want the 
children to be able to circulate in that area.  She then referred to the foundation planting which she 
stated is not that different than what the Board was shown before and that the only change related 



Design Review Board/Sign Board of Appeals 
March 17, 2016   

  
  
 
 Page 3  

 

 

to their consideration of plants which would be easily transplantable once the modular units are 
taken out.  Mrs. Talty stated that it would be a mix of evergreens, shade tolerant evergreens, 
shrubs and viburnum which would be able to tolerate the shade and abuse by the children.  
 
Mr. Dearborn asked what was the concern with regard to the color of the building.  He also how 
big is the size of the drop-off. 
 
Mrs. Talty responded that it is 455 square feet.  
 
Mr. Dearborn then questioned water runoff.  
 
Mr. Norkus informed the Board that it would be looked at as part of the engineering process.  
 
Carol Pugh added that she checked the amount of impervious surface on the lot and that they 
would be under the amount allowed.  
 
Ms. Kelly asked what material would the pavers be. 
 
Mrs. Talty stated that they would be standard one size brick pavers in a neutral color.  She stated 
that in the packet of materials, there is limestone and brick.  Mrs. Talty informed the Board that 
the thought was for it to go away. 
 
Ms. Stanley stated that in terms of the size, the limestone pavers would be more in keeping with the 
size that is shown. 
 
Mrs. Talty reiterated that the thought with regard to the pavers is to make them as invisible as 
possible. 
 
Ms. Stanley suggested that thought be given to using a different scale.  
 
Mrs. Talty stated that they considered some other ideas and that since it would be near brick at one 
point, they were thinking of going with a larger format at that point but they then moved it away 
from brick.  She then stated that it is never going to look like that limestone.  
 
Chairman Albinson stated that the applicant would finish their presentation and then they would 
take public comments.  
 
Carol Pugh from Green Associates Architects introduced herself to the Board and stated that she is 
back to follow-up on the Board’s recommendation and comment with regard to the lightness of the 
color that was selected the last time which was light tan and more in keeping with the brick color of 
the building and that the recommendation was to consider the use of something darker to allow the 



Design Review Board/Sign Board of Appeals 
March 17, 2016   

  
  
 
 Page 4  

 

 

building to fade aware more into the vegetation.   She stated that they also heard that loud and 
clear from the community members.   
 
Ms. Pugh stated that they have come back with a dark taupe color which she described as very 
neutral and that it is the color of the tree trunks and bark behind it since the tree bark is what you 
would see in relation to the modular units.  She stated that there would be a hardy board panel.  
Ms. Pugh then stated that they did not want to go any darker than that such as with dark chocolate 
colors or grays or olive green tones and that they would have to keep with the prefinished tones 
which are available.  She also stated that they did not want to go as dark as black tones because of 
the canopy that ran along the east side and that she estimated it to be approximately 10 feet deep 
which would be there as a covered walkway.  Ms. Pugh informed the Board that an elevation of 
the modular unit she identified for the Board would be in the shadow most of the time and that 
when combined with the tree canopy, it is mostly a shady area anyway as Mrs. Talty mentioned. 
She stated that she hoped that this is what the Board envisioned from the last meeting.  Ms. Pugh 
then asked the Board if they had any questions.  
 
A Board Member asked what the canopy material is. 
 
Ms. Pugh responded that it would be a flame retardant vinyl material for which they selected a 
neutral gray tone.  Ms. Pugh added that the students would not see the color from underneath and 
that they wanted to keep it light.  
 
Chairman Albinson then asked for any public comments.  
 
Emily Reynolds, 317 Glendale, informed the Board that she lives across from the school and stated 
that she wanted to thank everyone present and described it as a collaborative and nice process. She 
stated that they were not very excited about the trailers when they first heard about it and that the 
applicant has been really accommodating.  Ms. Reynolds described it as a good solution and that 
she loved the idea of enhancing areas that are permanent.  She also informed the Board that her 
neighbor, Shannon Pope, is also happy with the plan as well as several other neighbors.  
 
Mr. Norkus noted that he has received an email from Shannon Pope of Glendale Avenue directed 
to the DRB, voicing her support for the project as revised.   He also noted that a previously 
distributed communication from Kimberly Brya of Glendale Avenue is on the table in front of 
Board members.  He noted that the communication was written prior to the development of the 
landscape plan before the board for consideration.  Mr. Norkus stated that Ms. Brya asked that her 
email be circulated to the Board again.  
 
Chairman Albinson asked the applicant if there has been any communication with the neighbors 
since the February DRB meeting.   
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Mr. Kurr confirmed that is correct and informed the Board that they have met with Ms. Brya, and 
that her concern was primarily the location of the unit. He reiterated that they looked at multiple 
locations around the property, one of which was on the west corner and other locations which were 
close to Glendale.  Mr. Kurr stated that she also asked if the units could be located between the 
two wings of the school and that the setbacks as far as the fire code did not work with that 
alternative.  He indicated that he is not sure that they totally convinced her but that they did 
discuss the matter with her.  Mr. Kurr stated that the proposed location is the best location.  
 
Chairman Albinson asked if there were any other comments from the Board. 
 
Ms. Stanley commented that it looked so much better and that everyone collaborated and came up 
with a plan.  She also commented that she liked the dark color better and that she was happy to 
hear that the evergreens would not be located up against the building.  Ms. Stanley then stated that 
the applicant should be commended in working with them.  
 
Mr. Dearborn then moved to issue a Certificate of Appropriateness for the petition as revised for 
Zoning Case 16-05-SU as submitted.  The motion was seconded.  A vote was taken and the 
motion was unanimously passed.   
 
AYES:   Albinson, Dearborn, Kelly, Stanley 
NAYS:   None  
 
Consideration of Certificate of Appropriateness for Painting  
of Exterior Brick Wall at the 563-571 Lincoln Avenue Building 
 
The applicant for this request was not present.   
 
Chairman Albinson suggested that this case be tabled until the next meeting and for the applicant 
to find someone to represent them. 
 
A motion was made and seconded to table the case until the next meeting.  A vote was taken and 
the motion was unanimously passed.   
 
AYES:   Albinson, Dearborn, Kelly, Stanley 
NAYS:   None  
 
Adjournment: 
 
The meeting was adjourned at 7:25 p.m. 
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Respectfully submitted, 
 
Antionette Johnson 
 



AGENDA REPORT 
 
SUBJECT: 563-571 Lincoln Avenue - proposed painting of exterior brick 

wall. 
 
DATE:  April 15, 2016 
 
PREPARED BY: Brian Norkus, Assistant Director of Community Development 
 
 
The owners of the subject property are proposing to paint the north exterior side wall of 
their property located on the northern end of the Lincoln Avenue business district.  
Because the building elevation is visible from a public way, and because the wall has not 
previously been painted, the proposed work constitutes a modification requiring Board 
approval. 
 
The attached street view images that follow (pages 2 and 3) are intended to clarify the 
location of the wall in question as well as to identify the area to receive paint.  The 
applicant’s written materials indicate that the proposal would maintain existing red brick 
detailing. 
 
At the previous month’s Design Review Board meeting there was a brief discussion 
regarding the application, however the Board continued the matter to allow the applicant 
to be present.    
 
Since last month’s meeting staff has discussed with the applicant the option of staining 
versus painting the brick wall in order to minimize long term maintenance requirements.  
The applicant has evaluated staining options, including discussions with a representative 
of Nawkaw Company.   
 
The applicant has requested consideration of their original proposal to paint, and will be 
present at the April 21 meeting to discuss. 
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AGENDA REPORT 
 
SUBJECT: 428 Green Bay Road – modification of existing landscaping at 

Village Fire Department 
 
DATE:  April 15, 2016 
 
PREPARED BY: Brian Norkus, Assistant Director of Community Development 
 
 
Attached photos depict the condition of existing landscaping at the Winnetka Fire 
Department.  Existing pine trees along the north property line were installed in 1995 in 
conjunction with extensive renovations at the Village’s Public Safety building.   
 
Intended as perimeter screening of the north parking lot, the existing pine trees were 
planted at a height of 6-8 feet according to 1995 meeting minutes.   As the pines matured 
their width increased such that they have been limbed a height to of 5-6 feet in order to 
avoid conflict with parked vehicles, minimizing any screening benefit as originally 
intended.    
 
Attached plans and photos depict the proposed replacement of existing pine trees with a 
combination of various plant materials intended to better screen the view of the parking 
lot, while providing variation plant form, texture and color. 
 
In matters involving maintenance of public facilities, final approval is granted by the 
Village Council, with the Design Review Board issuing a recommendation to the Council 
through the requesting department (Fire Department). 
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AGENDA REPORT 
 
SUBJECT: 574 Green Bay Road – proposed modification of former service 

station for restaurant use 
 
DATE:  April 15, 2016 
 
PREPARED BY: Brian Norkus, Assistant Director of Community Development 
 
 
The new owners of 574 Green Bay Road (formerly Fred’s Mobil) has completed 
underground tank removal in preparation for adaptive re-use of the existing structure for 
an as-yet unidentified restaurant tenant.   The owners are proposing extensive renovation 
of the site and existing building, as well as a 900 square foot addition to the existing 
building footprint. 
 
The proposed building alternations include removal of existing building cladding and 
recovering with stucco and stained reclaimed wood materials as depicted in elevation 
drawings.   Material samples are anticipated to be presented at Thursday night’s meeting. 
 
Extensive site improvements include development of outdoor seating areas featuring 
extensive landscape and hardscape improvements as well as a masonry block perimeter 
screen wall.     
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Crow Island School 
Mar. 15, 2016 
Page 2 of 2 
 
Public improvements – Due to the change in site usage, proposed renovations also allow 
for the closing of two curb cuts and extension of sidewalks to replace the current 
driveway openings.   
 
Plans also note that public sidewalk replacement may include an upgraded design to 
incorporate recently adopted materials and design which incorporate certain elements to 
enhance the pedestrian experience within the downtown area. A recently installed 
prototype of the streetscape elements (located on the south side of Tower Road at Green 
Bay Road, pictured on page 3) incorporates red brick blend clay pavers, bollards, bench 
seating, trash receptacles and pedestrian scale lighting.    
 
Page 4 of this report is an excerpt of the Village’s 2007 Streetscape Master Plan which 
depicts conceptual streetscape plans for the immediate vicinity.   It is noteworthy that 
plans also depicts a slight realignment of the Spruce Street curb line so that vehicles 
arriving at Green Bay Road from Spruce Street are at a 90 degree angle to Green Bay 
versus the current skewed angle, in order improve driver views and pedestrian safety.  
 
Because of the desire to realign the Spruce Street curb line, opportunities to install 
Streetscape elements may be limited to specific areas at this time until intersection 
realignment plans are developed.   
 
Recommendation:   Consider recommending approval of the requested building and site 
improvements, subject to (a) submittal for approval of tenant signage, and (b) Public 
Works Department approval of public streetscape improvements and cost-sharing 
agreements. 
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